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of human destiny. In Britain the challenge of the dictator coun-
tries has been taken up by two contrary schools of opinion. The
difference between them recalls a distinction Mr. Wells once
made between two kinds of pacifists. One he called the Genteel
Whig and the other the disgruntled employee. Let us examine
them and ask whether the Adult Education Movement may not
be able to adopt a third and more effective policy.

The Genteel Whig is a fitting description for the school of
thought represented by the New Statesman and Sir Ernest Simon.
It is difficult to do justice to a point of view with which one has
no sympathy at all. So I cannot hope to state their attitude with
the eloquence which would please its advocates. Put in the most
pkusible form I suppose they contend that education should aim
at giving an unbiassed view on controversial questions and that
knowledge is worth pursuing for its "own" sake. The first asser-
tion recalls a cynical and not necessarily justifiable remark by the
veteran feminist Ellen Key, who said that nobody is justified in
denouncing monogamy until someone has tried it. I cannot think
of any form of legitimate instruction in which it is the business
of a teacher to give an unbiased view on controversial questions.
I cannot imagine an inspiring teacher conforming to this insipid
recipe. I do not know of any body of accepted belief promoted
in this way. The accepted technique of teaching chemistry does
not imply that the Phlogiston theory has as much to be said for
it as the Atomic theory. The belief that an education which aims
at unbiased treatment of controversial topics can help to solve
the problems of democracy is psychologically false and could
only defeat its ostensible aim.

It is psychologically false for two reasons. One is that the
unbiased teacher, if he exists and if time permitted him to state
every possible argument for and against every proposition
advanced, would be insipid and uninspiring. The other is that
education which can help to salvage democracy is not exclusively
a matter of information and reason. It has to stimulate the will
to constructive effort. The utter insincerity of the view I am
now discussing is easy to see with the aid of a topical example.